304                                  TORTS
by some courts/2 define the place of wrong as that where the
allegedly tortious conduct was carried out by the defendant.
In the case of a commissive tort, this is the place where the
actor has engaged In the bodily movements resulting in the
damage. Under this approach, in our examples, defamation
is committed where the letter is mailed, poisoning where the
candy is sent, and personal injury where the shooting person
stands.
This literature objects to the law of the "place of effect"
that it is often difficult to ascertain, that effects may occur in
a plurality of states, and that they may obtain at a place by
accidental causation, to the surprise of the actor and possibly
also of the victim. It is considered unfair that conduct should
be subjected to a law the intervention of which could not
be foreseen. Stated positively, the argument is that the
actor is entitled to count on the laws of the state where he
acts. While he has to obey these laws? he should be pro-
tected by them. The educational reasons of the laws that
regulate human behavior and distribute the pecuniary effect
of a damaging conduct are concerned with the acts or omis-
sions rather than the effects in individual cases.
3. Elective Concurrence of Claims (The Reichsgericht Rule)
The German Reichsgericht has combined the first two
theories. This court holds that a tort is committed in both
the place where the actor engages in his conduct and the place
where the effects of his conduct occur. The injured person
may choose to sue under one law or the other ^ in each case,
the chosen law is applied in its entirety on the whole facts
so as to determine all requirements of the cause of action and
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